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Councilor Abrams felt that since both the state and federal governments regulate mining that is 
outside our purview. Right now, blasting is what this ordinance is about and he feels as if it 
should be limited to that and we ought to focus on that. He feels as though the EPA is very 
stringent on the remediation process of mining operations. 

Councilor Abraham pointed out a reference to a section 7.3 which is not found in the ordinance, 
Ms. Schmidt said she would make sure the references were corrected and fixed. 

Mayor Bassett introduced Brett Fines from Aimone-Mm1in Associates, LLC. They do blasting 
consulting and vibration monitoring around blasting locations. 

Mr. Fines spoke about the Blast Monitoring Plan. He stated his company is usually a sub­
contractor to the general contractor on blasting jobs or a consultant to local municipal 
governments in crafting ordinances. His company would be responsible for bringing out 
seismographs. Specific to the Basset Quarry, they have been on site monitoring every blast done 
there. They do pre-blast inspection surveys and manage the seismographs. 

Mayor Bassett asked specifically about the peak particle velocity limits. 

Mr. Fines said that comes from the US Bureau of Mines study done in the 80's and it' s a very 
conservative limit that establishes a lower bound to any observed cracking in structures due to 
blasting vibrations. It' s a standard used all over the country 

Councilor Abraham asked about non-compliance incident reports. Who decides that a blast is 
non-compliant? 

Mr. Fines answered that they look at the seismographs for vibration limits reported during the 
blast. 

Councilor Jm·amillo asked if this ordinance makes our citizens safer than what exists at this time 

Mr. Fines answered in the affirmative because it gives the Town more oversight that the very 
basic permit they now get from Santa Fe County. Its more stringent that what the County has 
right now. He also noted these are the same limits that are set in the city of Albuquerque. The 
distance for notifications is further out than it is for Albuquerque 

Mayor Bassett asked if anyone had questions for Mr. Fines specific to what he or Michelle spoke 
about. 

The following people spoke: 

• Brian Dougherty 
• Clay Cryer 
• Norma Cryer 
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• John F. Hughes 
• Sherree Redzierez 
• Anthony Redzierez 
• Leon Ricter 
• Diana Ricter 

At this point in the hearing many of those speaking also gave direct testimony. The following 
mixes together and condenses the direct questions as well as the direct testimony. 

Their comments and questions varied but the common thread that linked all of them was that 
blasting disturbed their homes and other structures in a very direct way. The consensus was that 
they (the homeowners) have absolutely suffered damage to their structures. Among the damage 
reported was: A hole in a roof, drywall cracking, broken windows and broken pictures 

They also noted that blasts disturb their animals and sometimes bring unwanted animals (snakes) 
out of the ground to the surface. Those who have reported damage and made claims have not be 
made whole and there is was frustration that no one was being held responsible. There was a 
common tlu·ead among all that they want someone to stand up and say that they are going to be 
responsible if something goes wrong. The need for someone to be accountable for actual 
damage was a question and a request brought up by everyone who spoke. Most spoke about 
actual damage that their homes had suffered and denied insurance claims and about their inability 
to reach people about that damage. 

Additional a video was shown to members of the Governing Body by Mr. and Ms. Ricter who 
presented a power point preparation that showed a blast taking place. They pointed out the dust 
and the shaking that took place during the filmed incident and Mr. Ricter specifically asked 
about getting an air quality permit and an environmental impact permit. He also noted that 
Federal law does not regulate sand and gravel like it does mining. 

Among the direct questions were questions about the notification process including how far a 
blast can be from a home (this question was answered by Mr. Fines who mentioned there was no 
defined distance). There was a question about how homeowners could be sure non-compliant 
incidents would be reported truthfully if the people doing the monitoring worked for the 
contractor and specifically asked the council what is the recourse or punishment if there is a non­
compliant incident. 

One idea that was mentioned by one of the residents was that perhaps a blasting mat should be 
used. He explained what a blasting mat was and how it would be used. 

After direct testimony and governing body questions there seemed to be consensus that the 
shortfalls of the ordinance were: 

• Post blast inspection reports. 
• Consequences for non-compliant incidents. 
• Distances for notifications. 
• Air Quality permitting 
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• Responsibility for damages incurred by home owners 
Members of the governing body believed that the residents have experienced damage and that 
their concerns are valid. Members of the Governing Body then reviewed what they wanted to 
see the ordinance address. Those were as follows: 

Councilor Abraham said she would like it to address dust control and reclamation as a 
requirement of their permit 

Councilor Jaramillo wanted more information on consequences of non-compliance. She would 
like to see distance extended for notices and decreasing the blast charge. 

Councilor Abraham also mentioned she would like to see an appeals process and a post blast 
inspection 

Councilor Jaramillo asked who legally would be responsible if something goes wrong and 
wanted to know if the Ordinance could hold the companies doing the blasting accountable 

Councilor Abrams stated the operator would be the responsible pa11y but there is no teeth in the 
ordnance at all. He wants to see some teeth in the ordnance and has a problem with the use of 
general data for safe levels of anything and he would like to see what the geology looks like and 
what the real seismic wavelengths look like. 

There was some discussion among the members of the Governing Body about what date this 
could be heard next because there was some concern that without this Ordinance the Town of 
Edgewood has no authority to regulate blasting within the municipality at all 

MOTION: Councilor Abrams made a motion to table the Public Hearing (Legislative) 
on the Town of Edgewood Blasting Ordinance. No 2018-__ 
to the first meeting in July 2018. 
Councilor Abraham seconded the motion. 

VOTE: All Councilors voted aye. The motion carried. 

D. Discussion, Consideration and Action on Resolution 2018-09; Town of Edgewood 
2018/19 Interim Budget 

Mr. Juan Torres, Clerk/Treasurer presented the 2018/ 19 Interim Budget for approval by the 
Governing Body. He reviewed, in general some of the estimated revenues and expenses. 

Councilor Abraham stated she had requested a full-time employee for Parks and asked if that was 
reflected in Budget 

Mr. Torres answered that it was not. 

Councilor Jaramillo stated it was a positive thing to add the administrative assistant that could 
maybe help Mr. Holden with grants in addition to other work they would do. 
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MOTION: Councilor Abrams made a motion to approve the Resolution 2018-09; 
Town of Edgewood 2018/19 Interim Budget 
Councilor Jaramillo seconded the motion. 

VOTE: Councilor Jaramillo voted aye. Councilor Abraham voted nay. Councilor 
Abrams voted aye. Councilor Holle voted aye. 
The motion carried. 

V. ANNOUNCEMENTS and/or CALENDAR REVIEW. 
A. Next Regular Council Meeting - June 6, 2018 @ 6:30 p.m. 
B. Public Hearing (Legislative) on an Ordinance Governing Procurement for the Town 

of Edgewood. To be heard June 61
\ 2018. 

C. Public Hearing (Quasi-Judicial) on the application of Thomas S. Torres for a Zone 
Change on two lots, from RS (Residential Services) to C2 (Commercial Business) at 
Lot 25-A (32 Cactus Rd), Edgewood Estates, Tl ON R7E SEC 27 NMPM of 1.564 
acres and Lot 25-B (28 Cactus Rd) Tl ON R7E SEC 27 NMPM of 1.565 acres. 
Edgewood, Santa Fe County, New Mexico. To be heard June 6, 2018 

D. Public Hearing (Quasi-Judicial) Application for New Mexico Development, LLC for 
a Zone Change of 1.30 acres, from RS (Residential Services) to C2 (Commercial 
Business) at Lot 9 Blk 2, Carl 's Subdivision of Tl ON R7E SEC 27 Edgewood, Santa 
Fe County, New Mexico (21 Main Street). To be heard June 6, 2018 

VI. ADJOURN 

MOTION: Councilor Abraham made a motion to adjourn the meeting of 
April 18,2018. 
Councilor Abrams seconded the motion. 

VOTE: All Councilors voted aye. The motion carried. 

Mayor Bassett adjourned the meeting of May 16, 2018 at 8 :3 7 p.m. 

PASSED, APPROVED, AND ADOPTED THIS 20th day of JUNE 2018. 

John Bassett, Mayor 

ATTEST: 
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